IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 01- 30566
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DAM ON S. LYONS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(00- CR-150- ALL-N)

January 8, 2003
Bef ore BARKSDALE, DEMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Having entered a conditional gqguilty plea to possession of,
wth intent to distribute, cocaine, Damon S. Lyons appeals the
district court’s denial of his notion to suppress his confession
and ot her evidence obtained by | aw enforcenent officers during his
apprehensi on and arrest. He contends that the district court erred
in crediting the testinony of the |aw enforcenent officers and

therefore, that its factual findings were clearly erroneous.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



Because the district court’s factual findings rested on its
credibility assessnent of Lyons and the | aw enforcenent officers,
its factual findings are accorded “special deference”. See
Anderson v. City of Bessener City, 470 U S. 564, 574-75 (1985);
United States v. Castro, 166 F.3d 728, 731 (5th Cr.)(en banc),
cert. denied, 528 U. S. 827 (1999). Lyons nust denonstrate that the
officers wversion of the events was incoherent or facially
i npl ausi ble, contradicted by extrinsic evidence, or internally
I nconsi stent. See United States v. Gllyard, 261 F.3d 506, 509
(5th Cr. 2001), cert. denied, 122 S. C. 841 (2002). Al though
Lyons attenpts to discredit the officers’ account of the events, he
falls short of satisfying the highly deferential standard of review
applicable to the district court’s findings.

AFFI RVED



